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Attorney Dkt, No.: RS W920030164US I 
Art Unit: 2672 

Examiner: Lay, M. RECEIVED 
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Commissioner for Patents 
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PRE-APPEAL BRIEF CONFERENCE REQUEST 

Sir: 

Applicants request a panel of experienced Examiners perform a detailed review of 
appealable issues for the above-identified patent application pursuant to the Pre- Appeal Brief 
Conference program. A Notice of Appeal has been filed together with this Request. 

Applicants submit that the above-identified application is not in condition for appeal 
because the Office has failed to estabUsh a prima facie case of anticipation and obviousness 
based on an error in facts. Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. 

In the Final Office Action, claims 1-3, 6, and 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(b) over Tsuda ct al. (US 6,629,090), hereafter "Tsuda," claims 1, 7, and 10 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C, 102(b) over Lobley et al. (US 5,758,026), hereafter "Lobley," and claims 4, 5, 
and 1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 03(a) over Lobley in view of Kenyon (US 6,604, 1 13), 
hereafter "Kenyon." Applicants submit that these rejections are clearly not proper and without 
basis because the cited references, taken alone or in any combination, fail to teach or suggest 
each and every feature of the claims as required by 35 U.S.C. 102(b) and 103(a). 

With respect to independent claim 1 (and similarly independent claims 10 and 16), Tsuda 
fails to disclose, among other features, at least one node configured to **pcrform a calculation 
based on values displayed by other nodes in the information visualization modeJ."* In particular, 
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although Tsuda displays (see, e.g., FIG. 23) a regression tree diagram containing the results of a 
regression-tree-analysis, Tsuda does not teach (or even suggest) that the nodes of the regression 
tree diagram actually perform the calculations necessary to obtain the results, as claimed in the 
present invention* That is, the nodes in Tsuda's regression tree diagram are provided for result 
display purposes only (i.e., similar to the prior art hyperbolic tree 10 shown in FIG. I of the 
present patent application), and do not provide the calculation ifimction provided by the present 
invention. Indeed, in the Final OfQce Action, the Examiner admits that a "calculation is 
performed based on the n values displayed by the child nodes and the result is displayed in the 
parent node. The data-analyzing device of Tsuda calculates the data thdt is encompassed in 
the node." Final Office Action, page 2, Response to Arguments. Further, the Examiner asserts 
that a data-analyzing device (column 9, lines 17-43) pertbrms a calculation *^based on the n 
values displayed by the child nodes and the result is displayed in the parent node." Final OfGce 
Action, page 3. Clearly, in Tsuda, the nodes are used to display the results of calculations 
performed by a separate data-analysing device. 

Regarding independent claim 1 (and similarly independent claim 10), Lobley also fails to 
disclose, among other features, at least one node configured to ''perform a calculation based on 
values displayed by other nodes in the infonnation visualization model." In particular, although 
Lobley discloses the use of a hierarcbicaJ. decision model (see, e,g., FIGS. 3-8), Lobley fails to 
teach or suggest that the nodes of the hierarchical decision model actually perform the 
calculations necessary to obtain the results, as claimed in the present invention. That is, the 
nodes in Lobley's hierarchical decision model do not provide the calculation function provided 
by the present invention. 

Kcnyon fails to remedy the deficiencies of either Tsuda or Lobley. 

With regard to the Advisory Action, the Ofllce alleges that Applicants' disclosure, 
particularly in paragraph [0036], states that ''the calculations are not contained by the nodes 
themselves, but by the model structure.*' Based on this statement, the Office concludes that "in 
the current application, the nodes themselves arc not actually performing the calculations as 
argued by Applicant. Thus, tlie claim limitations fail to read over both Tsuda and Lobley.'* 
Applicants submit that the Examiner has thoroughly misinteipreted the contents of paragraph 
[0036]. 
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Paiagraph [0036] is directed to cmbodiment(s) of the invention in which the particular 
calculation perfomied by a node is governed by the focus of the information visualization (IV) 
model. That is, the calculation petformed by a node can change based on its current displayed 
location within the IV model. For example, as described in paragraph [0036], the calculation 
perfonned by the "Asia Pacific" Geography node 140 (FIG. 8) is set to AVG when it is not in 
focus, and is set to SUM when it is brought into focus. Thus, contrary to the Office's assertions 
in the Advisory Action, the nodes do perform the calculations* 

In view of the foregoing^ Applicants submit that the OfHce has failed to state a prima 
facie case of anticipation and obviousness, and this application is not in condition for appeal and 
should either be allowed as is, or re-opened for further prosecution. 



HofTman, Wamick & D'Alessandro LLC 
75 State Street, 14^ Floor 
Albany, New York 12207 
(518)449-0044 
(518) 449-0047 (fax) 
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Respectfully submitted. 




